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THE    POULTRY    AND    EGG  SITUATION 

Summary 

Between  June  15  and  July  15  prices  received  "by  farmers  for  eggs  "began 
their  usual  seasonal  rise,  reports  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  in 
the  current  issue  of  the  Poultry  and  Egg  Situation.    The  cent- and- a-half 
increase  was  about  the  same  as  the  increase  between  these  two  dates  for  "both 
last  year  and  the  1922-37  average.    Egg  prices  on  July  15,  however,  were 
about  2>i  cents  below  last  year  and  more  than  2  cents  below  the  10-year 
average  for  that  date. 

The  feed-egg  ratio  (based  on  Chicago  prices)  continues  less  favorable 
to  farmers  than  last  year  but  more  favorable  than  the  1328-37  average. 

Storage  stocks  are  an  important  source  of  egg  supplies  for  the  large 
cities  during  the  second  half  of  the  year.    On  August  1  these  stocks  will 
probably  be  about  7  percent  larger  than  last  year.     Current  receipts  during 
this  period  may  be  slightly  larger  than  last  year,  since  laying  flocks  are 
now  about  U  percent  larger  than  last  year,  and  the  number  of  pullets  may 
be  up  slightly. 

Prices  received  by  farmers  for  chickens  on  July  15  were  0.3  cents 
per  pound  higher  than  on  June  15.    Last  year  prices  declined  0.7  cents 
between  these  two  dates.    On  July  15  chicken  prices  were  over  1  cent  bel- 
low last  year  and  about  2  cents  below  the  1928-37  average. 

The  number  of  young  chickens  per  farm  flock  on  hand  July  1  was  2.6 
percent  larger  than  a  year  earlier.    A  substantial  increase  in  turkey 
numbers  of  perhaps  30  percent  over  193S  is  indicated.    Larger  laying  flocks 
are  to  be  culled.     It  appears,  therefore,  that  market  receipts  of  poultry 
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during  the  remainder  of  1939  a^cl  early  19^0  will  continue  larger  than  in 
the  corresponding  weeks  of  the  193S— 39  marketing  season. 
Feed  situation 

Since  June  3  the  relationship  "between  feed  prices  and  egg  prices  (at 
Chicago)  has  "become  more  favorable  to  farmers,  largely  as  a  result  of  declin-  • 
ing  feed  costs.     This  is  in  line  with  the  usual  seasonal  change.    The  ratio 
continues  above  the  1938  level  "but  since  June  2H  has  "been  "below  the  1928-37 
average.    Baring  the  k  weeks  ending  July  22  the  ratio  averaged  19  percent 


above  the  same  weeks  in  1938  but  9  percent  below  the  10-year  average. 

Feed- egg  ratio  at  Chicago 
(Dozens  of  eggs  required  to  huy  100  pounds  of  poultry  ration) 

Year  ! 

Week  ending  as  of  1939 

Jan . : Apr • : Jem  e : July : July : July : July : July : Aug . : Aug . : Aug . : 0  ct . 
28  :  29  :  24  :  1    :  3    :  15  :  22  :  29  :  5    :  12  :  19  :  28 

Average  : 
192S-37  - 

1933  ! 
1939 

,Doz.  Doz.  Doz.  Doz.  Doz.  Doz.  Doz,  Doz.  Doz.  Doz,  Doz.  Doz, 

:5.32  6.86  6.87  7.00  7.12  7.16  6.9*4  6.75  6.65  6.76  6.53  U.72 

:6.39  5.35  5.56  5.50  5.33  5.31  5 .to  5.12  U.98  4.78  4.87  3. 79 
1 6 . 65  6.65  6.7s  6.71  6.61  6.37  6.05 

Young  chi  ck  cn  s  on  hand 

The  number  of  young  chickens  per  farm  flock  on  hand  July  1  was  2,6  per- 
cent larger  than  a  year  earlier.    This  number  is  important  because  it  affects 
the  size  of  next  year's  laying  flock  and  hence  egg  production  and  egg  prices, 
and  also  the  supply  and  prices  of  poultry  marketed  in  the  fall.    The  percent-- 
age  change  in  the  size  of  laying  flocks  on  January  1  is  usually  smaller  than 
the  change  in  the  number  of  young  chickens  on  hand  the  preceding  July  1. 


Average  number  of  chicks  and  young  chickens  per  farm  flock 


Year  ' 

May  1  ; 

• 

1 

June  1  ] 

July  1 

!          Numb  er 

Number 

Number 

Average  ! 

19  2S-37  ! 

:            37.  k 

131.5 

134.9 

1937  ! 

1938  ! 

1939  ! 

:  82.4 
!  94.5 
:  99.6 

117.8 

131.7 
135.2 

117.  4 
132.6 
136.0 
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Turkeys 

For  the  first  time  crop  reporters  have  been  asked  to  report  the  num- 
ber of  turkey  poults  In  their  own  flocks  on  July  1.    Since  this  is  the  first 
inquiry  on  holdings  of  poults,  there  are  no  comparable  figures  for  past  years. 
Some  indication  of  the  change  in  numbers  may  be  gained,  however,  from  com- 
parisons with  an  inquiry  on  numbers  of  turkeys  on  hand  in  September  1938. 
This  comparison  points  to  a  substantial  increase  in  turkey  numbers,  perhaps 
30  percent  above  last  year. 

The  above  comparison  can  be  used  only  as  an  indication  of  an  increase 
in 'turkeys  in  ordinary  farm  flocks.  The  returns  do  not  include  a  proper 
representation  of  largo  commercial  flocks.  For  many  years  the  number  of 
such  small  farm  flocks  has  been  decreasing.  This  decrease  appears,  from 
the  present  returns,  to  have  continued  in  moot  sections,  but  the  average 
number  of  turkeys  in  the  remaining  farm  flecks  is  increasing. 

Poultry  marketings 

During  the  k  weeks  ending  July  22,  receipts  of  dressed  poultry  at 
the'  k  principal  markets  were  20  percent  larger  than  in  the  corresponding 
weeks  of  1933  and  22  percent  above  the  1928-37  average.    Receipts  during 
the  remainder  of  1939  and  early  19*10  will  probably  continue  larger  than 
in  the  corresponding  weeks  of  the  1933-39  marketing  season  because  of  the 
larger  number  of  hens  and  young  chickens  on  hand  and  the  prospective  large 
increase  in  turkey  production. 

(Data  on  receipts  at  New  York,  Chicago,  Philadelphia  and  Boston 
combined  have  been  substituted  for  data  on  receipts  at  New  York  alone 
since  it  is  believed  that  receipts  at  the  H  markets  are  more  representa- 
tive of  receipts  throughout  the  United  States.    A  table  will  be  found  on 
the  last  page  of  this  report  giving  weekly  data  on  receipts  at  the  4 
markets  for  1938,  1939  and  the  1928-37  average.) 


Receipts  of  dressed  poultry  at  h  markets 
(New  York,  Chicago,  Philadelphia,  Boston) 


Week  ending  as 

of  1939 

Year  : 

June 

:  July 

:  July  :  July 

:  July 

:  July 

:  Aug. 

:  Aug. 

:  Sept. 

:  1 

:      8    :  15 

:  22 

:  29 

:  5 

:  12 

i  30 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000  1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

pounds  pounds  pounds  pounds 

pounds 

pounds  pounds  pounds  pounds 

Average 

1928-37 

!5,039 

5,195 

M?7 

M27 

^,707 

4,79S 

6,351 

1933 

(5,2^0 

5,3^9 

^,67S  5,3oU 

t+,506 

5,^05 

5,656 

5,939 

6,921 

1939 

16,515 

6,139 

5,357  6,300 

5,9^2 
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Storage  stocks  of  frozen  poultry  are  now  near  their  low  point  for 
the  year.    By  September  the  net  into-storage  movement  will  be  well  under- 
way.   United  States  storage  stocks  on  July  1  were  26  percent  above  stocks 
a  year  earlier  but  13  percent  below  the  record  high  stocks  on  July  1,  1937* 
The  larger  total  stocks  this  year  than  last  are  chiefly  a  result  of  increas- 
ed stocks  of  turkeys ,  fowls  and  broilers. 

Storage  stocks  of  frozen  poultry  at  26  markets 


Year 


Week  ending  as  of  1.939 


ftorage  t 

stocks  t 
July  1  } 


Out-of-storage  movement 


July 
8 


July 

15. 


July 
22 


July 
29 


Storage 
stocks 
July  29 


Average 
192S-37 

1937 

1933 
1939 


1,000 

pounds 


3^,530 

5^,971 
37,OlU 
^S,2H8 


1,000 

pounds 


102 

U06 
1/  679 
1*30 


1,000 

pounds 


120 

353 
5 

1,079 


1,000 

pounds 


203 

1,57^ 
282 


1,000 

pounds 


1,000 

pounds 


191     4  33,91^ 


1,506 
177 


51,132 
37,097 


1/  Into-storage. 
Chicken  prices 

In  contrast  to  the  0.7  cents  per  pound  decline  which  occurred  last 
year,  prices  received  by  farmers  for  chickens  increased  0,3  cents  this 
year  between  June  15  and  July  15*    On  the  average,  prices  decline  slightly 
between  these  two  dates.    On  July  15  chicken  prices  were  over  1  cent  be- 
low last  year  and  about  2  cents  below  the  1928-37  average.    Prices  were 
the  lowest  for  the  month  since  193^» 

Price  per  pound  received  by  farmers  for  chickens 

Year      5  Fe^'  5  Apr,  j  May    j  June  1  July  :  Aug,  j  Sept.}  Oct,  :  Dec, 


:    15  t 

15  : 

15  : 

15  : 

15  : 

15  : 

15  : 

15  : 

1*7 

t  Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Average 

iM 

1928-37 

:  15.k 

16.  k 

16.3 

16.1 

15.8 

15.7 

16.0 

15.^ 

1937 

t  13.6 

15.2 

lU.S 

ik.S 

15.3 

16.8 

17.H 

17.6 

1938 

t  16.0 

l6.2 

16,1 

15.7 

15.0 

1^.2 

1U.3 

13.6 

13.6 

1939 

t  1U.2 

lU.U 

13.9 

13.^ 

13.7 
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Pop  est  is  demand 

Conditions  affecting  the  consumer  demand  for  form  products  have 
improved  since  the  middle  of  May.    Industrial  production  has  recovered 
sharply  from  the  low  reached,  in  April  and  early  May.    Sone  additional 
improvement  during  the  remainder  of  the  year  is  indicated  by  conditions 
in  the  important  industries.    Those  changes  in  business  activity  and 
consumer  purchasing  power  probably  will  not  be  great,  however,  and 
prospects  continue  for  relatively  stable  domestic  demand  conditions 
during  1939. 


Index  numbers  of  nonagri cultural  income 
(1924-29  ■  100,  adjusted  for  seasonal  variation) 


Year 

Jan. 

:  Mar. 

• 
* 

1  Apr. 
i  

May  8 
J  J 

June 

:  July  : 
:  i 

Aug.  s 

• 
• 

Sept. : 

• 

• 

Nov. 

Average 
192S-37 

t  86.9 

:  92.6 
:  91.2 

•36.7 

86.3 

S6.5 

36.4 

86.6 

86.6 

86.)+ 

86.1 

1937 
193S 

94.  s 
89.5 

95.7 
39.6 

96.3 
37.5 

96.8 
87.3 

97.9 
37.6 

98.2 
89.O 

90.1 

94.6 
91.9 

1939 


I  92. 4    92.2  90.1+ 


1/  Preliminary, 


Laying  flock  size 

The  size- of  the  laying  flock  usually  declines  by  about  25  percent 
from  January  1  to-Septenber  1.  The  decline  to  July  1  this  year  has  been 
22.6  percent,  -which  Is  about  "the  some  as  the  1923-37  average  decline  for 
this  period. 


The  number  cf -layers-  per  form  flock  on  July  1  was  4  percent  larger 
than  on  the  same  date  last  year  but  4  percent  smaller  than  the  10-year 
average.    On  the  basis -of  •  the  change  in  the  number  of  4  young  chickens  per 
farm  flock  on  July  1,  it  -appears  that  the  number  of  hens  in  farm  flocks 
on  January  1,  1940,  may  be-little,  if  any,  larger  than  on  January  1,  1939. 


Average  number-  of  laying  hens  per  farm  flock  cn  the 
first  day  of  the  month 


Year 

Jan. 

1  Apr. 
J 

:  May 
1 

!  June  : 
: 

July  : 

• 

Aug. 

*'  Sept.  1 
:  : 

Oct, 

!  Number 

Number 

Number 

Number 

Number 

Number 

Number 

Number 

Average 

1923-37  1  86,0. 
• 

75.1 

70.9 

66.8 

64.2 

63.5 

68.6 

1937        !  8fov2- 

TR5' 

73.1 

68.5 

63.6 

62.1 

59.9 

6U.3 

1933 

1  77.6 

68.6 

65.0 

61.6 

59.3 

59.8 

65.6 

1939 

i  82.8 

?6.8 

72.2 

6S.5 

64.1 
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The  average  number  of  eggs  laid  per  100  hens  continues  high.  Although 
the  rate  of  lay  on  July  1  this  year  was  not  quite  equal  to  the  rate  in  the 
past  year,  it  exceeded  the  July  1  figure  for  any  other  of  the  15  years  of 
record  and  was  7  percent  ahove  the  1928-37  July  1  average. 

Total  egg  production  per  farm  flock  on  July  1  was  2  percent  -  above  both 
last  year  and  the  10-year  average  for  that  date.  Because  of  the  larger  num- 
ber of  hens  on  hand,  production  during  the  fall  of  1939  roay  continue 
slightly  larger  than  last  year. 


Eggs  laid  per  100  hens  and  pullets  of  laying  age  in  farm  flocks 
on  the  first  day  of  the  month 


Year 

Jan. 

I  Apr. 

j  May 

1 

|  June 

j  July 

;  Aug. 

\  Sept. 

;  Oct. 

• 

Number 

Number 

Number 

Number 

Number 

Number 

Number 

Number 

Average  ! 

1928-37  ! 

17.9 

53.0 

55.5 

50.1 

42.8 

•37.1 

32.7 

25.5 

1937  ! 

!  22.0 

52.8 

57.8 

52.5 

4o.4 

36.I 

28.8 

193S 

;  22.7 

57.9 

58.1 

52.9 

46.5 

kl.2 

350 

28.2 

1939 

:  24.6 

56.3 

57.6 

52.!+ 

>+5.9 

Egg  marketings 

Receipts  of  eggs  at  the  four  principal  markets  combined  are  declining 
from  the  seasonal  peak  reached  in  May.    For  the  4  weeks  ending  July  22,  re- 
ceipts were  15  percent  above  receipts  a  year  ago  but  6  percent  below^ the 
1928-37  average  for  these  weeks. 

(Data  on  receipts  at  New  York,  Chicago,  Philadelphia  and  Boston  com- 
bined have  been  subBtituted  for  data  on  receipts  at  New  York  alone  since  it 
is  believed  that  receipts  at  the  four  markets  are  more  representative  of 
receipts  throughout  the  United  States.    A  table  will  be  found  on  the  last 
page  of  this  report  giving  weekly  data  on  receipts  at  the  four  markets  for 
193S,  1939  and  the  1928-37  average.) 

Receipts  of  eggs  at  four  markets  (New  York,  Chicago,  Philadelphia, 

Boston) 


Year 


June    l  July 


Week  ending  as  of  1939 


July  :  July    '  Aug. 


Aug. 


Sept. 


!    24  : 

1  : 

8  : 

15  I 

22  J 

29  : 

5  1 

12  : 

30 

Aver  age 
1928-37 

!  1,000 
;  case  s 

:  35EL.U 

1,000 

cases 

32^.7 

1,000 

cases 

28M 

1,000 

cases 

283?.I 

1,000 
cases 

2^2.5 

1,000 

case  s 

236.9 

1,000 
case  s 

220.3 

1,000 
cases 

210.2 

1,000 
cases 

175fl 

1938 
1939 

!  303.9 

1  318.5 

260.8 
291.3 

229.5 
269.3 

231.9 
273.5 

2l6.8' 
245.8 

215*4 

190.6 

189.0 

I36.O 
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Egg  storage 

The  number  of  eggs  in  cold  storage  on  August  1  is  an  important  factor 
affecting  fall  and  early  winter  egg  prices.     Stocks  this  year  will  he  above 
those  on  August  1  in  1938  "but  below  the  1928-37  average  stocks. 

Cold  storage  holdings  Of  shell  eggs  in  the  United  States  on  July  1 
were  11  percent  larger  than  a  year  earlier  and  of.  frozen  eggs  were  1  per- 
cent larger.    Combined  holdings  of  shell  and  frozen  eggs  were  8  percent  above 
1938. 

Storage  stocks  of  eggs  at  26  markets 


Week  ending  as  of  1939 ■ 


Year 

'•  Storage 
:  stocks 
.  July  1 

Into-  store 

-e  movement 

J  Storage 
:  stocks 
:  July  29 

\  July  8 

j  July  15 

*  • 

!  July  22  ! 

•  * 

July  29 

.  1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

cases 

cases 

cases 

case  s 

case  s 

cases 

Shell  : 

Average  ; 

6,028 

1928-37 

5,793 

103 

IV 

12 

1938  ! 

U,5l6 

^9 

20 

31 

lU 

^,630 

1939  : 

4,868 

56 

16 

2 

Frozen  ! 

1938  : 

2,2kl 

23 

37 

1/  11 

U  30  % 

2,260 

1939  i 

2,3^5 

52 

13 

1/  Out-of- storage. 


Egg  prices  . 

Prices  received  by  farmers  for  eggs  increased  1.6  cents  per  dozen 
between  June  15  and  July  15*  This  is  about  Ihe  same  as  last  year  and  as  the 
usual  seasonal  increase  between    these  two  dates.    'Egg  prices  on  July.15  were 
about  3§  cents  below  last  year  and  over  2  cents  below  the  1928-37  average  for 
that  date.    Prices  this  year  were  the  lowest  for  the  month  since  193^« 


Price 

per  dozen  received  by  farmers  for  eggs 

Year 

Peb.  : 

Apr.  : 

May    :  June    '-  July    J  Aug.  ' 

Sept  • 

Oct.  : 

Dec. 

15  : 

15  : 

15    :    15    :    15    :    15  : 

15  ! 

l    15  : 

15 

:  Cents 

Cent  s 

Cents    Cents    Cents  Cents 

Cent  s 

Cent  s 

Cent  s 

Average  : 

.  21.6 

1928-37 

17.  k 

17.5     17.^     18. 7  20.6 

23.9 

27.0 

30.3 

1937  ! 

.  20.1 

20.1 

17.9      17.6      19. U      20. k 

22.9 

25.2 

26.0 

1938 

:  16.U 

15.9 

17.6      18.2      19.9  21.0 

2U.9 

27.1 

27.9 

1939 

16.7 

15.5 

15.2     1U.9  16.5 
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Receipts  of  dressed  poultry  and  eggs  at  4  markets 


Week  ; 
number  : 

Dressed  poultry 

: 

Eggs 

Av. 1928-37 

:      1938  : 

1939      :Av. 1928-37 

:       1938  x 

1939 

1,000  lb. 

1,000  lb. 

1,000  lb.  1,000  cases 

1,000  cases 

1,000  cases'" 

i  ! 

4,167 

4,159  175.8 

168.5 

211.5 

2          s  5,699 

3,655 

4,418  187.2 

198.5 

206.8 

3  j 

:  5,415 

4,228 

5,380  200.4 

231.8 

235.5 

4  s 

i  6,252 

3,814 
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